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The transport properties of various systems are studied here in the context
of three different models. These are: (i) the disordered Hubbard model ap-
plicable to correlated binary alloys with a general disorder, (ii) the Anderson
model used in describing the Kondo physics of a quantum dot connected to
the external superconducting leads, and (iii) the Ranninger-Robaszkiewicz
model applied to the study of optical properties of the system with pre-
formed electron pairs above the temperature of transition to the supercon-
ducting state. We calculate the density of states, specific heat, the Wilson
ratio and conductivity of the correlated binary alloy with off-diagonal disor-
der. We investigate the conditions under which the Kondo peak appears in
the density of states and in the conductance of a dot coupled to the exter-
nal superconducting leads. We analyze the effect of the pseudogap on the
optical spectra in the high temperature superconductors described by the
boson-fermion model.
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1. Introduction
The present paper discusses some issues relevant to very important issues of the
modern condensed matter physics. These are related to the study of thermodynamic
and transport properties of disordered alloys, the non-equilibrium transport of quan-
tum dots between the external leads as well as some aspects of the high temperature
superconductivity.
A number of heavy fermion and other correlated systems have been found with
the general chemical structure in the form of MAxB1−x. To describe their properties
it is vital to take into account the correlated character of carriers and the presence of
disorder. The interplay of disorder and the weak Coulomb interactions is of great im-
portance in the description of numerous properties of real systems. The subject has
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been studied from a viewpoint of the weak coupling theory [1] and it has been found
that renormalization procedure ﬂows into the strong coupling regime. Therefor, we
start here from the strong correlation limit.
Coulomb interactions are also of primary importance in nano- and mesoscopic
systems which recently have become the subject of many studies due to their unusual
properties and foreseeable technological applications. The quantum dot we study in
section 3 is an example of such a system. Its importance lies both in the basic and in
the applied research. It is an example of quantum impurity [2] with the controllable
parameters. It permits to study the many body interactions in equilibrium and non-
equilibrium conditions [3]. The recent proposals [4] to use quantum dots as building
blocks of qubits (i.e., the elementary units of information in quantum computers)
together with the predicable control of their decoherence by the external voltage [5]
makes the subject even more interesting and worth studying.
The pseudogap phase of high temperature superconductors certainly belongs to
the most puzzling behaviors ever observed in the condensed matter physics. The suc-
cesses [6] of the boson fermion model, introduced by Ranninger and Robaszkiewicz
and later studied by others [7] in elucidating important aspects of the pseudogap
phase have encouraged us to look at its signatures in the transport properties. We
have found strong eﬀect of the pseudogap on the optical spectra above Tc.
2. Strongly correlated alloys with off-diagonal disorder
Let us assume that disordered and correlated alloy can be adequately described
by the following Hubbard Hamiltonian
H =
∑
ijσ
tijc
+
iσcjσ +
∑
i
Uic
+
i↓ci↓c
+
i↑ci↑ +
∑
iσ
(i − µ)c+iσciσ. (1)
Here tij denote the hopping amplitudes for an electron to hop from site i to j or vice
versa, c+iσ (ciσ) is the creation (annihilation) operator of a spin σ electron at site i, µ
is a chemical potential and U denotes the energy cost when two electrons occupy the
same site. The site energies i take on two values A or B when site i is occupied by
an A or B type electron i.e., we assume that the ideal crystal lattice is occupied at
random by two types of atoms: A with probability x and B with probability (1−x).
Accordingly, the hopping integrals take on three values tAA, tAB = tBA and tBB.
To treat the many body interactions of (1) the slave boson technique has been
introduced by Kotliar and Ru¨ckenstein [8] and used inter alia by Lavagna [9] to study
the Mott metal-insulator transition in clean system. To calculate the averages over
the disorder we use the coherent potential approximation (CPA) in its general version
[10] capable of treating the diagonal (random site energies) and oﬀ-diagonal disorder
(random hopping integrals). The present work generalizes our previous study [11,12]
of impure correlated materials. The general strategy is similar to that presented in
[12]. Instead of the electron operators c+iσ, ciσ one introduces new fermion aiσ(a
+
iσ) and
auxiliary boson creation e+i , s
+
iσ, d
+
i and annihilation ei, siσ, di operators. They take
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care of unoccupied states e+i ei, singly occupied s
+
iσsiσ and doubly occupied states
d+i di. Replacement is done according to the following scheme
| ↑〉i = c+i↑|0〉 → s+i↑eia+i↑|vac〉, (2)
| ↓〉i = c+i↓|0〉 → s+i↓eia+i↓|vac〉, (3)
| ↑↓〉i = c+i↑c+i↓|0〉 → d+i eia+i↑a+i↓|vac〉. (4)
Additional conditions have to be applied to the boson ﬁelds as well as a new fermion
operator to guarantee a conservation of the number of physically accepted states at
a given site i, which can be either empty, singly or doubly occupied
e+i ei +
∑
σ
s+iσsiσ + d
+
i di = 1,
and the conservation of charge
a+iσaiσ = s
+
iσsiσ + d
+
i di.
In the mean ﬁeld approximation, boson operators are replaced by the numbers. How-
ever, in the disordered system we expect that these numbers will get the random
values. To take these constraints into account one introduces the Lagrange multipli-
ers λ
(1)
iσ and λ
(2)
iσ and the resulting model contains a disorder without interactions
HMF =
∑
ijσ
tijξiσξjσa
+
iσajσ +
∑
iσ
(λ
(2)
iσ + i − µ)a+iσaiσ + const. (5)
Following [12] we minimize the energy of the system and ﬁnd equations for the
random values of auxiliary ﬁelds. Application of the CPA [10] permits us to solve
the disordered problem and ﬁnd the averaged and conditionally averaged Green
functions. The details will be presented elsewhere [13]. This enables us to calculate
thermodynamic and transport properties of the system. In particular, in ﬁgure 1 we
show the density of states of a correlated alloy with diagonal disorder for three values
of the Hubbard interaction U . Note the peak in the density of states emerging at
low energies with an increasing disorder. This behavior has been observed previously
[11] and discussed at length therein. For numerical purposes we consider the cubic
lattice with the tight binding dispersion
k = − W
3
(cos kx + cos ky + cos kz) , (6)
where W = 6t is the bandwidth and t is the hopping integral.
The electron speciﬁc heat ce shown in ﬁgure 2 has been calculated from the
following formula
ce = 2
∫
dωD(ω)ω
d
dT
f(ω, T ), (7)
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Figure 1. Energy dependence of the density of states D for a binary alloy AxB1−x
with x = 0.5, δ ≡ εA − εB = 0.5W and electron concentration per lattice site
n = 0.5. Values of the Coulomb interaction U (expressed in units of W ) are
indicated in the legend.
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Figure 2. The speciﬁc heat c as a function of temperature T (in units of W/kB)
for x = 0.5, n = 0.5, δ = 0.2W and several values of the Coulomb interaction U .
where f(ω, T ) is the Fermi function at temperature T and D(ω) = −1/πIm〈G〉 is
the alloy density of states. The dc conductivity has been calculated from the Kubo-
Greenwood formula averaged over the disorder with CPA. As usually the vertex
corrections have been neglected in a spirit of the single site theory. Again, it is
shown in ﬁgure 3 as a function of U . The non-monotonic dependence indicates a
subtle interplay of the disorder and interactions. This issue will be discussed in depth
elsewhere [13].
3. Transport through Quantum Impurity Coupled
to the Superconducting Leads
The study of quantum dots, both experimental and theoretical has been exten-
sively continued over the last two decades or so [14–23]. Here we propose to calculate
transport properties of the quantum dot (QD) connected to the superconducting
leads (S − QD − S junction). It has to be noted that in this case, besides single
particle tunnelling, the Andreev reﬂection processes [24] contribute to the transport
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Figure 3. Dc conductivity of the correlated alloy as a function of Coulomb inter-
action U for x = 0.5, n = 0.5 and several values δ expressed in units of W .
of the system. The Andreev scattering, during which an electron impinging on the
normal metal-superconductor interface is reﬂected back as a hole, has been shown to
play a crucial role in the transport in various hybrid mesoscopic superconductivity
devices [25].
Such quantum dot systems have been studied theoretically [26–34] but there exist
very limited experimental data on the subject [35,36]. Theoretical studies [26–34] of
the current in the S − QD − S junctions have been mainly restricted to the case
of classical superconductors with s-wave order parameter (see, however, [30]). Here
we shall be particularly interested in the studies of the transport via quantum dot
coupled to the electrodes made of (the same or diﬀerent) exotic superconductors
with d-wave symmetry of the order parameter.
The purpose of the present work is to study the electron transport through the
quantum dot coupled to the superconducting leads with various symmetries of the
superconducting order parameter. The dot is described by the Anderson impurity
model in the limit of the strong on-dot correlations (U →∞). Due to large U , in the
ﬁrst approximation, one can neglect the Andreev reﬂections [28] and deal only with
the single particle tunnelling. The eﬀect of the Andreev processes on the tunnelling
current through S −QD − S structures is left for the future publication.
In the limit of the strong on-dot correlations (U →∞) the Anderson Hamiltonian
[37] of the S−QD−S system can be written in the slave boson representation [38,39]
as
H =
∑
λkσ
λkc
+
λkσcλkσ +
∑
λk
(∆λkc
+
λk↑c
+
λ−k↓ + c.c.) + Ed
∑
σ
f+σ fσ
+
∑
λkσ
Vλk(c
+
λkσb
+fσ + h.c.). (8)
λ = L, R denotes here the left (L) or right (R) lead of the system. Other parameters
have the following meaning: c+λkσ (cλkσ) denotes a creation (annihilation) operator
for a conduction electron with the wave vector k, spin σ in the lead λ, ∆λk is the
superconducting order parameter in the lead λ, and Vλk is the hybridization matrix
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element between conduction electron of energy ελk in the lead λ and the localized
electron on the dot with the energy Ed. f
+
σ (fσ) is the fermion operator which denotes
the singly occupied state on the dot, while b+ (b) stands for empty state on the dot.
Operator of the physical electron can be expressed by the product of the fermion
and boson operators [38,39].
When the Andreev reﬂections are neglected, the tunnelling current in the S −
QD − S system can be expressed in terms of the single particle spectral density of
states of the dot [28]. The current ﬂowing out of the lead λ is written by
Jλ =
e

∑
kσ
Vλk
∫ ∞
−∞
dω
2π
(G<d,λkσ(ω)−G<λkσ,d(ω)), (9)
where G<d,λkσ(ω) is the Fourier transform of the Keldysh Green function
[40] G<d,λkσ(t) = i〈c+λkσ(0)b+(t)fσ(t)〉. Using the equation of motion technique for
the nonequilibrium Green functions [41] and making approximations due to Kang
[28] we obtain the single particle current in the form
Jsp =
2e

∑
σ
∫ ∞
−∞
dωΓ˜S(ω) [fL(ω)− fR(ω)]
(
−1
π
)
Im [Grσ(ω)]11 , (10)
where fλ = [e
β(ω−µλ)+1]−1 is the Fermi distribution function of the lead λ, Γ˜S(ω) =
(ΓSL(ω)Γ
S
R(ω))/(Γ
S
L(ω) + Γ
S
R(ω)) is the eﬀective coupling of the quantum dot to the
leads. To calculate Ĝrσ(ω) we have used the modiﬁed slave boson approach [42,43]
and got [
ωτ0 − Edτ3 − Σ̂0 (ω)− Σ̂I (ω)
]
Ĝrσ (ω) = q̂, (11)
where τ0 and τ3 are the Pauli matrices. The noninteracting (Σ̂0) and interact-
ing (Σ̂I) selfenergies and the matrix q̂ will not be reproduced herein. Instead of
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Figure 4. The density of states of the quantum dot connected to the d-wave
superconductors for diﬀerent values of the chemical potentials (µL = −µR). Other
parameters have the following values: ΓSL = Γ
s
R = 0.01, Ed = −0.07, ∆s = 0.1 in
units of the bandwidth W .
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this, the numerical results will be presented for the s- and d-wave superconducting
electrodes. For the s-wave (BCS-like) superconductor the energy gap has a con-
stant value (∆λk = ∆
s
λ) (there is no dependence on the wave vector). In case of
the d-wave superconductor we assume the order parameter in the following form:
∆λk = ∆
d
λ [coskxa− coskya], where a is the lattice constant taken for simplicity as
a = 1. The equilibrium (solid line) and nonequilibrium (dashed and dotted lines)
density of states of the quantum dot connected to the d-wave superconductors (SC)
is displayed in the ﬁgure 4.
It is worth noting that we deal now with the resonance in the DOS of the
quantum dot, instead of the bound state, as for the s-wave superconductors. This
is due to the ﬁnite DOS (except the point ω = µ) of the d-wave superconductor.
Position of the resonance weakly depends on the voltage (µL−µR). We also observe
the additional structure near the energy ω ≈ ∆d, as in the case of the BCS-like SC.
Figure 5 refers to the situation in which one electrode is s-wave while another
one is the d-wave superconductor with the same values of the SC order parameters
∆s = ∆d = 0.1 W . The structure of the DOS is similar to the one shown in ﬁgure 4.
Now we also have a well resolved structure coming from the s-wave superconducting
gap. Such a behavior is expected due to the structure of the selfenergy (Σ̂0 + Σ̂I).
This is simply a sum of the densities of states for s- and d-wave SC.
As we mentioned earlier the current through the quantum dot should have two
components. One component is connected with the single charge tunnelling and
the second one comes from the Andreev reﬂection processes [24]. However, in our
system the on-dot Coulomb repulsion U is assumed to be the largest parameter in
the theory and is taken as inﬁnitely large. So, at this condition Andreev processes
are prohibited [28] and we have only the single particle component of the current.
The diﬀerential conductance of the quantum dot couple to the d-wave supercon-
ductors is displayed in ﬁgure 6.
It is worthwhile noticing that the current does ﬂow even for the eVSD < ∆
d,
which is due to a ﬁnite value of DOS in the d-wave SC. The other features are
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Figure 5. The same as in ﬁgure 4, but now one electrode is the s-wave while
another one is d-wave superconductor.
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Figure 6. The single particle diﬀerential conductance in the S −QD− S system
for various values of the dot’s energy level Ed. Both superconducting energy gaps
are assumed to have d-wave symmetry and equal values ∆dL = ∆
d
R = 0.1 W . The
coupling constants are ΓSL = Γ
S
R = 0.01 W , in units of the bandwidth W .
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Figure 7. The same as in ﬁgure 6, but now one electrode is the s-wave and another
one d-wave superconductors with ∆dL = ∆
d
R = 0.1 W and Γ
S
L = Γ
S
R = 0.01 W .
similar to the case of the BCS-like superconductors. However, the main diﬀerence
arises when the dot energy level (Ed) lies within the energy gap (∆
d). The broad
resonance emerges at ω ≈ Ed (as in the DOS) and is due to the ﬁnite d-wave
superconducting DOS.
The results obtained for the geometry with the quantum dot connected to one s-
wave and the other d-wave superconductors (with the same values of ∆) are depicted
in ﬁgure 7. The main features are similar to a junction with the d-wave supercon-
ductors. There is, however, a strong renormalization of the position of the resonance
for Ed < ∆, so it is located near the ω = ∆ (solid line).
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4. Optical conductivity in the pseudogap region
One of the main theoretical issues presently widely debated in the literature
concerns the pseudogap eﬀect which has been observed experimentally above Tc in
the underdoped and optimally doped samples of high temperature superconductors.
Since the single particle electron states are (partly) washed out from the same parts
of the Brillouin zone where, for T < Tc, the true superconducting gap is formed,
it is quite natural to interpret this phenomenon as a precursor of superconducting
correlations. The pseudo- and superconducting gaps are assumed there to be related
with some common order parameter. In pseudogap state, the order parameter is
aﬀected by the strong quantum ﬂuctuations. Hence, the long range phase coherence
cannot be established. Although there are also alternative interpretations of the
pseudogap eﬀect (in terms of the competing orders, microscopic currents, etc.) it
seems that the recent experimental facts [47] work in favor of the precursor scenario.
In this section we want to address a question whether the pseudogap (treated as
a precursor of superconducting ordering) aﬀects qualitatively the charge response of
the system. For this purpose we investigate the two component model in which the
single particle charge carriers (fermions) are assumed to coexist and interact with the
preformed pairs (the hard-core bosons). Hamiltonian of such boson fermion model
is given by
H =
∑
k,σ
(εk − µ)c†kσckσ +
∑
q
(Eq − 2µ)b†qbq +
1√
N
∑
k,p
v
(
b†p+kck↓cp↑ + h.c.
)
. (12)
Its relevance to the high Tc superconductivity as well as the precursor type features
have been discussed in a number of papers [7].
Let us suppose that this two component system (12) reacts to the ac electric ﬁeld
E(r, t). Within the linear response theory, the induced current j(r, t) is expected to
scale linearly with a perturbation. Fourier transform of the current density can be
written as
jα(q, ω) =
∑
β
σα,β(q, ω) Eβ(q, ω), (13)
where α, β stand for the Cartesian coordinates. The complex conductivity σ(q, ω)
can be determined using the Kubo formula [48] which in the case of the two com-
ponent system (12) is given by
σα,β(q, ω) =
i
ω
[(
e2nF
mF
+
4e2nB
mB
)
δα,β + Πα,β(q, ω)
]
. (14)
nF and nB denote the concentration of fermions (carrying the elementary charge
e) and bosons (of the double charge 2e). The retarded current-current correlation
function Πα,β(q, ω) appearing in (14) is deﬁned in a standard way
Πα,β(q, ω) = −
∫ 1/kBT
0
dτeωτ 〈Tτjα(q, τ)jβ(−q, 0)〉 , (15)
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where the total current operator is composed correspondingly of the fermion and
boson contributions j = jF + jB
jF(q, τ) = e
∑
k,σ
∇εk+q/2 c†kσ(τ)ck+qσ(τ), (16)
jB(q, τ) = 2e
∑
k
∇Ek+q/2 b†k(τ)bk+q(τ). (17)
In order to determine the paramagnetic part of the conductivity (14) which is
given there by Πα,β(q, ω) one has to calculate the two-particle Green function (15).
Within the lowest order perturbation theory it can be estimated from the bubble
diagram, which eﬀectively represents a convolution of the single particle fermion or
boson propagators. Many body eﬀects are included on this level of approximation
through the quasiparticle damping.
The proper description of transport requires vertex corrections to be taken into
account[48]. However, for the ordered phases (such as superconducting, ferromag-
netic, etc.) it is usually fairly suﬃcient to work with the lowest order estimation of
Πα,β(q, ω). The main eﬀect of interactions comes there due to the gapped structure
of the single particle excitations. In the pseudogap phase we deal with a short range
ordering leads to the partial suppression of the low lying single particle states. We
can thus use the lowest order estimate for Πα,β(q, ω) at least as a starting point of
our discussion.
The current-current correlation function (15) consists of the following four terms
Π = ΠF,F + ΠB,B + ΠF,B + ΠB,F which correspond to fermion-fermion, boson-boson
and the mixed current correlation functions. In the normal phase T > Tc a main
contribution to the charge transport comes from the ﬁrst two terms. The other mixed
correlation functions play a considerable role only in the superconducting state as
discussed in [49]. Using the above mentioned approximations we can express the
correlation functions via
ΠF,Fα,β (q, ω) = e
2
∑
k,σ
∂ε˜k+q/2
∂kα
∂ε˜k+q/2
∂kβ
×
∫
dω1A
F(k, ω1)
∫
dω2A
F(k+ q, ω2)
f(ω1, T )− f(ω2, T )
ω + ω1 − ω2 (18)
ΠB,Bα,β (q, ω) = 4e
2
∑
k,σ
∂E˜k+q/2
∂kα
∂E˜k+q/2
∂kβ
×
∫
dω1A
B(k, ω1)
∫
dω2A
B(k + q, ω2)
b(ω1, T )− b(ω2, T )
ω + ω1 − ω2 , (19)
where f(x, t) and b(x, T ) stand for the Fermi-Dirac and Bose-Einstein distribu-
tion functions. Moreover, we introduced the spectral functions AF (B)(q, ω) = −π−1
Im
{
GF (B)(q, ω + i0+)
}
of the single particle fermion GF(q, τ) = − 〈Tτcqσ(τ)c†q,σ〉
and boson Green function GB(q, τ) = − 〈Tτ bq(τ)b†q〉.
The fermion and boson excitation spectra are found using the canonically trans-
formed Hamiltonian H(l) = eS(l)He−S(l) [50], where upon a suitable choice of
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Figure 8. The single particle spectral function AF(k, ω) in a neighborhood of
the Fermi surface k ∼ kF for T = 0.007W/kB corresponding to the temperature
region T ∗ > T > Tc. Note a pseudogap feature in the dispersion of the long-lived
fermion states and the appearance of the additional Bogoliubov shadow branch
around ω = −ε˜k. Energy ω is expressed in units of the fermion bandwidth W ,
spectral function through W−1 and momentum k − kF in units of the inverse
lattice constant.
S(l) in the limit l → ∞ the subsystems become disentangled one from anoth-
er. To some extent such a transformation resembles the numerical renormaliza-
tion group procedure with the cut-oﬀ Λ = 1/
√
l [51]. Eﬀective energies are renor-
malized to: εk − µ −→ ε˜k, Eq − 2µ −→ E˜q and v → 0. For the temperature
regime T ∗ > T > Tc, the resulting fermion spectrum ε˜k shows up the asym-
metric pseudogap structure near the Fermi momentum kF as discussed in [50].
The same procedure applied to the calculation of the single particle Green func-
tions gives for T > Tc the following fermion spectral function [6] A
F(k, ω) =
|P˜k|2δ (ω − ε˜k) + 1N
∑
q
[
b(E˜q) + f(ε˜q−k)
]
|r˜k,q|2δ(ω − E˜q + ε˜q−k). Coeﬃcients P˜k
and r˜k,q are correspondingly given by the renormalization equations in [6]. We notice
that AF(k, ω) describes the long-lived quasiparticles of energy ε˜k and the remaining
part of the spectral weight 1−|P˜k|2 is distributed among the damped fermions states
which build up a broad incoherent background.
For temperatures approaching Tc, all bosons start to occupy only the lowest
lying states such that E˜q ∼ 0 which correspond |q|  qcrit. Occupancy of the low
momentum boson states is much larger than the Fermi function f(ε˜q−k) and the
spectral function eﬀectively becomes
AF(k, ω)  |P˜k|2δ (ω − ε˜k) + |r˜k,0|
2
N
∑
|q|qcrit
b(E˜q) δ(ω + ε˜q−k), (20)
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Figure 9. The optical conductivity σ(q, ω) obtained in the London limit q → 0
for the pseudogap phase T ∗ > T > Tc using the boson fermion model. Energies
ω, ∆pg are expressed in units of W and the optical conductivity in units of e2/h,
where h is the Planck constant.
where the second part gives rise to the appearance of the Lorentzian peak centered
around ω = −ε˜−k. This is a shadow branch of the Bogoliubov spectrum shown in
ﬁgure 8. It is broadened because the fermion Cooper pairs can be present above
Tc only as the damped quasiparticles [6]. Charge transport of the system will be
aﬀected by the excitations induced by the electromagnetic ﬁeld between these two
Bogoliubov branches which are split around the Fermi energy by the pseudogap
2∆pg [50].
The boson spectral function is expressed by the following general structure [6]
AB(q, ω) = |A˜q|2δ
(
ω − E˜q
)
+
1
N
∑
k
[1− f(ε˜k)− f(ε˜q−k)] |B˜q,k|2δ (ω − ε˜k − ε˜q−k) , (21)
where the ﬁrst term represents the long-lived bosons with the renormalized energy
E˜q and the second contribution describes the incoherent background which is spread
over a wide range of energies. Upon approaching Tc the incoherent background is
partly expelled from the low energies and, therefore, the long-lived bosons increase
their life-time. This feature is going to aﬀect the charge transport.
The charge dynamics in the pseudogap region is thus determined by the following
processes:
• the single particle fermion excitations between the lower and upper Bogoliubov-
like branches which are separated near kF by 2∆pg(T ) (one should keep in
mind that the shadow branch fades away for temperatures exceeding T ∗ when
it merges the broad incoherent background),
• the single particle boson excitations which due to a gradual increase of the
quasiparticle life-time (this issue is at some length discussed in [6]) contribute
a non-diﬀusive type of transport.
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In ﬁgure 9 we present the optical conductivity calculated for the London limit
q → 0 using the boson fermion model in the pseudogap regime T ∗ > T > Tc. We
notice a sizable reduction of the dynamic conductivity at frequencies below 2∆pg.
For comparison, let us remark that in the isotropic superconducting phase the ab-
sorption of external ﬁeld quanta occurs above the energy threshold ω  2∆sc. For
the pseudogap phase we obtain that the infrared absorption is not completely for-
bidden. However, it is strongly suppressed. This eﬀect signiﬁes the action of the pair
ﬂuctuations on the optical conductivity. Such a behavior has been indeed observed
experimentally in the underdoped optimally doped cuprate superconductors from
the measurements of the c-axis [52] and ab-plane [53] optical conductivity.
5. Summary and conclusions
We have studied the strongly interacting systems focusing on the calculation of
the spectral and transport properties, such as: dc conductivity of the strongly corre-
lated alloys, the non-equilibrium conductance G(V ) via quantum dots coupled to the
superconducting leads with various symmetries of the order parameter, and the op-
tical conductivity σ(ω) for the high temperature superconductors in the pseudogap
phase.
Our main ﬁndings are:
(i) the interplay of disorder and correlations manifests itself inter alia as a non-
monotonic dependence of dc conductivity with respect to the Hubbard interaction U .
(ii) in a regime of the strong on-dot correlations, the tunnelling is dominated by
the single particle current since the Andreev reﬂection processes are strongly sup-
pressed. The calculated diﬀerential conductance and density of states exhibit the rich
structure, which depends on a symmetry of the order parameter of superconductor.
(iii) the pseudogap remarkably eﬀects the ac charge transport of the system. At
frequencies smaller than 2∆pg there occurs a partial suppression of the optical con-
ductivity similar to that observed in a superconducting state. This is in agreement
with the measurements for the underdoped and optimally doped high temperature
superconductors above Tc.
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Властивості переносу в сильно корельованих
системах
Т.Доманьскі, М.Кравєц, М.Міхалік, К.І.Високіньскі
Інститут фізики, Університет М.Кюрі-Склодовської,
20-031 Люблін, Польща
Отримано 12 березня 2004 р., в остаточному вигляді –
6 травня 2004 р.
Властивості переносу для різних систем вивчаються тут у контексті
трьох різних моделей: 1) невпорядкована модель Габарда, що за-
стосовується до корельованих бінарних сплавів із загальним безла-
дом, 2) модель Андерсона для опису фізики Кондо у квантовій точ-
ці, під’єднаній до зовнішніх надпровідників, та 3) модель Ранінгера-
Робашкєвіча, що застосовується до вивчення оптичних властивос-
тей системи з преутвореними електронними парами вище темпера-
тури переходу в надпровідний стан. Ми розраховуємо густину ста-
нів, теплоємність, співвідношення Вільсона та провідність для коре-
льованого бінарного сплаву з недіагональним безладом. Ми дослі-
джуємо умови, при яких пік Кондо появляється в густині станів та в
провідності квантової точки, приєднаної до зовнішніх надпровідни-
ків. Ми аналізуємо вплив псевдощілини на оптичні спектри у високо-
температурних надпровідниках, що описуються бозон-ферміонною
моделлю.
Ключові слова: наближення когерентного потенціалу, допоміжні
бозони, нерівноважний перенос, квантова точка, неперервне
перетворення, псевдощілина
PACS: 71.10.-w, 72.10.-d, 73.23.-b, 74.20.-z
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